NOTES ON RECENTLY RELEASED MATERIAL ("R73") 


PLH 11/30/73 


COMMISSION DOCUMENTS 

About 5 of these (I think including CD 631 and 1000) were released in response 
to an Freedom of Information Request by Bob Smith. 

CD 557s Oswald autopsy photos obtained to ldok for wrist scar. 

10 pp: cover ltr (1), a(6), b(l), c(2). 

Originally withheld under Guideline 3B, confidential sources, altho 3C, personal 
details, might have been more appropriate. 

Note that the photos themselves are ( apparently) s till withheld. The list on 
P« 6 doesn’t seem to include the full-body photo that was pubis published in 
the old Inquirer; is (& Curry's book); that may have had an unofficial source. 

The wki whole Oswald autopsy (text) is of course available elsewhere. 

Rose sure does a thorough jobi 

I have ether eh docs relating to trying to check out the suicide attemps/wrist 
scar; some was in the GA-l-CIA file. No special interest to me. 

Is it xs&hxx unusual that Parkland had someone taking lots of pictures 
during surgery? 

CD 631, 5 pp; CIA dissemination of 10/10/63. Very important item. 

When I first saw this I was surprised that it was released at all, even now. 

The only ’innocent' explanation of the 1st paragraph of Att. A is that there 
were two different smsxs sources, the distinction being lost in this memo. 

One reported on someone who identified himself as Oswald; another identified 
the photo (Odum DE 1) as the American who Mkax was here that day, or something 
like that, I discussed this with Dooley of the CIA and he more or less 
confirmed it. 

It is striking that there is so little evidence of concern about this pxHiai^sa 
problem in the WC’s internal documents, itkzxsx Either they (which I guess 
means Coleman -Slawson, plus maybe Liebeler) were horribly dense, and didn't 
see the implication that someone was impersonating Oswald (very unlikely in light 
of how i,fell they spotted problems in similar areas) or they gasix got a thoroughly 
convincing explanation from the Eli CIA (in one of the still-withheld CD’s, 
axEsnKHi presumably CD 1287?) and were completely satisfied. 

Note that the FBI's description of this item fxa for the WC (CE 834, #57) 
completely omits its real significance - omits all reference to the wrong 
description. 

Wonder if any of the recipients picked up on the fact that the description 
±rfxnxjisd; did not match, £ before 11/22? 

This does explain why the ONI file shows that someone was doing something with 
the photo of LH0 around 3d± 11/14; why didn't the CIA get the photo from ONI 
by 11/22? Did somebody see something funny? Was ONI ever asked? (I don't thhk 
so! ) 

The 3/16 ltr cited in para. 1 is available, R73.C0R.28 ( 2 pp) 

An actual copy of the telegram to ONI is R73-M.R.1B. \ 

Other related dssx documents in this batch (R73) also. \ 

Para. 3: just where did this "LEE Henry" error come from? Do we know? 

Para. 4: Did'nt the CIA have the newspaper clippings with Oswald's photo 
from 1959 (if not 1962 - were there any photos then?)?. Didn't they know hr the 
FBI would id have such clippings? So why did the request go to\0NI only ? Did 
they maybe want to find out if he was one of their boys? J 

I checked the text in CD 631 against the actual ONI telegram, R73-M.R.1B. There 
is a comma, not a period, after "Louisiana" in para. 2 and no in # 

"Russian-born." 

The ONI copy has some interesting markings, specifically "NR-F5" (?), apparently 
a Navy indexing notation, and "Passed to G2-USMC 10/11/63." This seems to suggest^ 
anothe file on Oswald which the WC never got; maybe it eehx consisted of just this 
items but maybe not and it might in any case shed light on this issue. Try a 
Fol request on this maybe? 

Why isn't the Navy copy of Att. B released? Ask if it is in the ONI file at all! 
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CD 692s I have 3 pp. only, a routing slip and the cover Itr. I am ordering 
about 65 more pages s. those pages from FBI reports with comments in (a); 
all of parts b-e. They aren't very interesting, I think; I have some taped 
noter but decided x it would be easier to px order everything except unmarked 
pages of FBI reports than to type up the notes. 

Part g is the good part, still withheld. 

I have the referenced ltr of 2/12 to McCone (GA-l-CIA. 37) , 2 pp. It is routine, 
but not trivial; asks that the CIA give the WC some stuff already given to the SS, etc 

CD 880: 

The list of what was released says "2 pp - CD 880". I got 23 pp, only 
parts a-c all of which are CE's. According to the old Archives list, this 
whole EE CD was withheld until now, under Guideline & 3B-sources, Apparently 
the FBl'missed quite a few SS CE’s. (I made an Fol request some time back for 
a few pages, I think from CD 75, xksxs which appeared to be CE’s; they were 
denied to me, but then the FBI did confirm that they were £&±s published in full I ) 

The cover letter may be the 2 pp. referred to; I have asked for it. 

. So the FBI gets confidential information from banks - what else is new? 

Since this is published, I’m not even reading it. 

CD 944, 2 pp. 

Compare CE 2568. Note on CD 944 says "CIA would not declassify as of 9/18/64"; 

I think it looks like Eide’s handwriting. CE 2568 is dated 9/17. 

So what did they take out? In Para. 4, "Visas may be issued on separate sheets 
of paper to conceal the fact that travel to Cuba was performed." In para 5, 
"Amendment of Mexican laws to permit recognition of travel restrictions affixed 
by governments issuing passports has been under consideration, but no action 
thereon has presently been taken." (Last sentence) And, para. 6, last sentence: 

"All passengers , including xsxxgxaii non-Cubans, entering Mexico from Cuba are 
openly shax photographed while their Ehsxe mh documents are being examined." 

(I didn’t check every word, but 1 think that’s all the changes.) Big dealt l 

CD 966, 1 p., Hobbs. 

It looks like one line has been xX cut out in the middle of this. 

Looks like a pretty good rumor, as rumors go. 
xx The CIA xsh response to Hobbs (perhaps to this document) is the famous 
CD 931, LHO and the U-2. (Thanks to DL, the Executive Action brochure didn't 
say that CD 931 was locked up in the Archives. It was released in 1970.) 

CD 1000 - "D" (Important) 

17 pp. (Listed as 25, but when I xay saw this I noted that there were blank 
separator pages. 

This confirms my inference that the story of "D" is h what LBJ had on his 
mind xkx when he drafted Warren on the Commission. These went to the White House! 
This will go into my book for sure. 

The "memo" cited in (1) may or may not be R73-C0R.37, infra, which is a letter 
and does not specifically ask for the original disseminations. 

The numerous deletions seem to be legitimately peripheral - CIA he names, &c. 

This and various other R73 material have mention of the trip to Mexico 
City by WC staff. I guess we didn't know about this before. 

Part xx A, (3): deletion of Alvarado's previous ixXxXiigsxX intelligence work, 
for CIA or friendlies? 

These original reports make D look a whole lot more serious that the WR indicates: 
This should be compared with the discussion in the final Report. As I recall, 
it only discussed "D" as an "example" of the kind of story that was examined. 

What date did SEHX2 LBJ put the screws on WarreN? (Can’t tell offhand!) Should 
correlate that xh with which £ of these reports he had seen by then. 

Parts f xxgx and g do not^ show xsxKpxK copies to WC - despite late date, Dec. 13. 
When X and how did the WC first hear this story (officially)? 
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CD 1054, 3 pp, info on Ruby and associates.' 

The documant itself doesn't show much, except that the CIA has a pretty 
good data base and indexing system - all sorts of miscellaneous information 
get into their computers - Army Archives, roster of the International 
Brigades, etc. 

The history of the release may be interesting. Here's what I know about it - 
there may have been other people pushing on it too. I asked the Archives 
for a copy of CD 1054 on 11/20/69, paix pointing out that a later memo with 
the same title, CD 1493s=CE 2980, said that the CIA had no info on Ruby or his 
associates. I asked why it was withheld; the Archives said only at the 
request of the CIA, Guideline 2. Nothing more done, but the 1970 CD release 
included just the first paragraph of this, (Without checking, my recollection 
is that such a partial release was unusual, if not unique in this case.) 

I thought at the time they may have wanted to let me know that the first memo 
had the same basically negative conclusion. 

Comparison of CD 1054 with the "sanitized” version in CE 2980 shows that 
a substantial change was made. (This is the only case I have seen where it 
even appears that the CIA cheated when they sanitized.) 2ks CD 1054 points 
out a reference to Paul Roland Jones, in 1948 reports originated by the Customs 
Service. CE 2980 says that "our records do x£ not reflect any information 
pertaining to" Ruby’s hxsks named associates. Maybe that's not wrong if you 
allow them to consider the Customs reports not "our" records. (But had they 
been sent to the CIA in 1948? (Was there a CIA in 1948?) Any CIA Action taken?) 

CD 1212, 3 pp. 

FBI report on Arnold Kessler's travelers xfcsxfca checks. 

I have various other xxpwxx FBI reports on Kessler. No special interest to me. 

A bit odd that this was released now and not in 1970. Maybe somebody 
has- six made a Fol request for it? 

Formerly withheld under Guideline 3B, sources. Naturally. 

CD 1216, 2 pp. 

Re Consul Yatskov's contact with LH0, post-assassination remarks apparently 
overheard (or told to) the CIA. Nothing special. 

The deletions are sort of funny - I guess they are something like "The 
Mexican Secret Police" or whatever. If you know the names of the most likely 
Mexican (or Cuban or Russian) sources pm perhaps you could fill in the 
deletions by counting letters. 

CD 1479 

The 2-pp cover letter lists 2 CD's which can be published, 4 which can be 
published in sxxX modified versions, and 2 (CD 1041, 1273) which should not 
be published; replacement memos provided. The attachments are the 4 modified 
versions; 3 were published and the 4th is quite routine. EX Cover letter (only) 
is worth having. 

CD 1545 

Cover letter, 1 p, explains the CIA’s wish to Xhs have the xXXxskas&x 
attachment (3 pp) used xs rather than the original memo; x this was done, 

CE 3152 is the 3 pages from CD 1545. 

Interesting that this replacement was made after the Report was out, complete 
with citations to CE 3152 (p. 308, note SS 578). This does look suspicious, 
doesn’t it? (A more substantive change in the evidence after the fact was the 
retouching of Odum DE 1, apparently at the CIA's request, to take out background - 
done well after it was xkxhx introduced into evidence, and with no indication 
in the published version that it had been thus retouched.) 

The referenced memo of June 1 is CD 1000; we could confirm that the E AX CIA 
didn't cheat in their sanitized memo, . 

There are many items in COR and I.M. which relate, including some speficially 
about this CE and the footnote problem, as I recall. (List at end of notes) 

SsxwiXxxibddtxaddxiixfcxIx&ExRjtx 

NB: CIX ltr of 4/4/72 released CD's 1000, 1545;, I wasn't notifiedl Other CIA CD's 

(631,692,944,1054,1216) rel. by ltr of 12/22/72 (^sx&RRi, ltr k£±± is withheld. (RS re< 



